September 18, 2007

DREAM ACT—BAD DREAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, there are
some in Congress who have gone to
sleep and blissfully are dreaming of
ways to get more illegals benefits that
American taxpayers are going to have
to pay for.

It’s called the DREAM Act, or spe-
cifically the Development, Relief, and
Education for Alien Minors Act. You
notice that word ‘‘alien.” It only ap-
plies to aliens illegally in the United
States, not to American citizens and
not to foreign nationals who are here
legally. It’s a bill to give preference to
illegals in our public universities.

Here’s how it works under normal
circumstances: Most States require
that if you are not a resident of their
State, you pay out-of-State tuition to
go to their public universities. For ex-
ample, if you are from New Jersey or
from India and you go to school at
Texas University, you pay out-of-State
tuition because you are not from
Texas. Most public universities have
this rule.

The DREAM Act, however, will do
something differently. It applies only
to folks who are illegally in the coun-
try and who can attest that they came
before they were the age of 16. If so,
this person will be able to get a green
card, later to get a permanent resi-
dence card, and then after that get a
green card for the parents of this ille-
gal who brought this child into the
United States illegally in the first
place.

It gives priorities to illegals over
American citizens and foreign nation-
als who are legally in the country. It
discriminates against Americans. It
discriminates against foreign students
because it only applies to illegals who
are here so that they can go to our pub-
lic universities and pay in-State tui-
tion because if you are from some
other State or some foreign nation and
legally in the country, you pay out-of-
State tuition, which, of course, is
more.

It seems to me this violates the equal
protection clause of the 14th amend-
ment. It treats illegals who are vio-
lating the law by being here in the
United States already better than
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, as college costs con-
tinue to soar, most Americans who
have kids that go to college have to
foot that bill. I just had my four chil-
dren finish college not too long ago and
just paid off the last college loan. I
have one daughter who is still paying
on her college loan after she received
her doctorate degree.

There are many Americans who will
not be able to go to college because it
now costs too much for them to go. But
the dreamers want it to cost even more
because they want us to subsidize
illegals so they can go to school with
in-State tuition.
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This silly law goes further. It repeals
a law that this body signed into law in
1996. In 1996, the legislation was en-
acted by Congress, started in this
House, stating that States cannot give
preference to illegals and let them pay
in-State tuition unless those same
States treat foreign nationals who are
legally in the country and out-of-State
students, students from other States,
the same way. The law applied saying
you have to treat everybody equally
and you have to treat Americans the
same as illegals if you let them go to
your university with in-State tuition.

In spite of this 1996 law, there are 10
States who defy this law and have ig-
nored the law and have allowed in-
State tuition for illegals. Those 10
States: California; unfortunately, my
home State of Texas; Illinois; OKkla-
homa; Utah; Washington; New Mexico;
Kansas; Nebraska; and New York. You
see, these 10 States violate Federal law
because they already allow in-State
tuition for illegals that are in their
State.

This is called ‘‘nullification.” That’s
a legal term, Mr. Speaker, which
means that a State ignores or passes
legislation contrary to Federal law.
Nullification is not a new concept. It
started over 150 years ago when several
southern States decided they could
nullify Federal laws that they didn’t
like.
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And so one reason for the Great War
between the States was because of the
nullification concept where States
voted laws that were contrary to Fed-
eral law.

So this DREAM Act will legalize the
conduct of these 10 States. It will then
give amnesty and in-state tuition to
illegals in this country at the det-
riment of American students and legal
foreign students. Mr. Speaker, this
ought not to be. Americans should not
have to pay the cost for the education
of illegals in this country. And illegals
that come to this country and get in
our universities should not get to pay
less than Americans who live in other
States.

And that’s just the way it is.

————
“GREENSPAN”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SARBANES). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EMANUEL) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, the
former Fed Chairman, Alan Greenspan,
has recently released his memoir for
the years of his time in public service.
And it comes as a surprise to many
that President Bush and the Repub-
licans in Congress do not fair particu-
larly well.

Reuters said the Fed chairman, Mr.
Greenspan, in his book, ‘‘sharply criti-
cizes the President, President Bush’s
administration and Republican con-
gressional leaders for putting political
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imperatives ahead of sound economic
policies.” The New York Times said of
Mr. Greenspan’s book: “The Bush ad-
ministration was so captive to its own
political operation that it paid little
attention to fiscal discipline.”

And the irony here is that when
President Bush took office and the Re-
publicans had control of the House and
the Senate, they were left with $5 tril-
lion in surplus. And in a short period of
time, they’ve added $3 trillion to the
Nation’s debt; $3 trillion, the fastest
accumulation of debt and greatest
amount of debt in the shortest period
of time in American history.

Now, this is what he goes on to say
about this administration, which I find
almost intriguing, and also about the
Republicans. He looked forward, he
says, to working with this administra-
tion because at least he worked, as he
said, with some of the best and bright-
est of this administration. And he
shared memorable experiences with
Dick CHENEY, Don Rumsfeld, among
others. And on a personal basis, that is
how it worked. But on policy matters,
I was soon to see my old friends veer
off in unexpected directions.

He was disappointed, he says, from
the start. Mr. Greenspan notes that
“little value was placed on rigorous
economic policy debate or weighing the
long-term consequences.”’” He says that
in George W. Bush’s White House, the
political operation was far more domi-
nant.

Now, I will mention, since it’s only
fair, that he is quite complimentary of
what President Clinton and the Demo-
crats did in the 1990s of basically a pay-
as-you-go process, weighing long-term
economic consequences to their deci-
sions, and always putting America’s
long-term economic consequences be-
fore political considerations. And he
praises what was then the fiscal dis-
cipline that was adopted in the 1990s
that led to unprecedented economic
growth.

Now, Mr. Greenspan does not put all
the burden of the $3 trillion of debt on
President Bush. He puts that burden
also on the Republicans in Congress for
what they did in conjunction with this
President. And, again, let me read from
his book. Greenspan says that ‘‘for
many of the Republican Party leaders,
altering the electoral process to create
permanent Republican-led government
became a major goal. House Speaker
HASTERT and House Majority Leader
Tom Delay seemed readily inclined to
loosen the Federal purse strings any
time it might help add a few more
seats to the Republican majority.”

Alan Greenspan notes that the Re-
publicans led an earmark explosion and
says Congress was too busy feeding at
the trough. In the end, Mr. Greenspan
says again, ‘“The Republican Congress
lost their way. They swapped principle
for power. They ended up with nei-
ther.” Mr. Greenspan praises the pay-
as-you-go spending rules and the fiscal
disciplines of the 1990s that resulted in
the surplus I just mentioned.
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